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A SERIOUS REVIEW, &e. 



We believe tliat Jonathan Evans, Ezra Comfort, Christopher Healy, 
Caleb Pennock, John Justice, and many other members of Philadelphia 
Yearly Meeting, were followers of Christ ; by whom they were brought to 
see eye to eye, and to speak the same language. By Him they were led to 
bear testimony for the Truth, and some among them were constrained, 
like the ancient watchmen to the house of Israel, to warn the people of 
the approach of the Enemy in his various transformations. They were 
led to testify against Hicksism and Gurneyism as being alike dangerous in 
their consequenpes to the Society. 

Philadelphia Yearly Meeting was enabled, under the influence of the 
Head of the Church, to publish a '' Declaration'' in 1828 against Hicks- 
ism; and, in 1847, to issue an '^ Appeal'' for those ancient doctrines 
which George Fox, Robert Barclay, Isaac Penington, William Penn, and 
many others of our early friends, suffered so deeply for, in promulgating 
them to the world. In the latter, the warning language is extended to the 
church, to beware of the fruits of these unsound doctrines, (of Gurneyism) 
lest by receiving and adopting them the very existence of the Society might 
be destroyed. How is it with us now ? Are we following on in the way 
which was cast up by the Head of the Church for his people to walk in ? 
It cannot be, that the Spirit of Truth, after having led his servants to 
testify against these things, will in these days lead us to unite with them. 
Those faithful watchmen knew that the language uttered formerly by 
Moses, would apply in these days to the enemies of Truth ; that '^ Their 
lock is not as our Eock, even our enemies themselves being judges." '^ For 
theur vine is of the vine of ^ Sodom, and of the fields of Gomorrah; their 
grapes are grapes of gall, their clusters are bitter." Deut. zxxii. 31, 32. 

They experienced^ as our early friends did, that the Eock upon which 
the Church isboilt^ is Christ and his immediate revelation in the heart; 
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and they knew that the grapes of the true Vine were sweet to the soul ; they 
understood the language of our Redeemer when he said; " By their fruits 
ye shall know them/' < ' Do men gather grapes of thorns, or figs of thistles 1" 
Matth. Yii. 16, 20. 

They were men, quick of understanding in the Lord's fear, and foresaw, 
and warned against, what is now in great danger of coming to pass — that 
if the fruits of Gurneyism were united with, it would destroy the very 
existence of the Society on its ancient foundation ; and what could Hicks- 
ism have done more ? 

Oh I then dear friends, let us endeavour to gather to the Kock and to the 
Vine. And while earnestly desiring to be one of that number, I would 
affectionately recommend to your careful examination the following extracts 
and remarks ; by which it will be shown that Hicksism and Gurneyism 
are equally dangerous to primitive Quakerism; and that as is the one, so 
is the other, to be shunned by every individual member of our BeUgioos 
Society. 

Philadelphia Yearly Meeting in 1828 issued a declaration and testimoDy 
against the unsound doctrines of Elias Hicks, on page 32 of which is the 
following statement, viz. : — 

No. 1. '' And we further declare, that as such who entertain and pro. 
pagate them have departed from the teachings of the Holy Spirit, whieh 
would have preserved them in the doctrines of Christ Jesus and his 
apostles, we cannot unite with them in church fellowship nor own thetn to 
be of our communion, neither can we correspond with any meetings oi^ 
associations, Ao/c^in^ those principles, and set up in violation of the excellent 
order which has been instituted among us in the unfoldings of Divine 
wisdom." • 

And in order that every member, as well as meeting, should be prevented 
frotn giving countenance to meetings which have been '^ set up in violation 
of the excellent order which has been instituted among us in the unfold- 
ings of Divine wisdom," the yearly meeting in 1883 made this rule of 

discipline, viz. : — 

DifiOiP^iJNE (p. 70 and 71.) 

No. 2. ''If ani^ of our members should oMend the meetings of those who 
have separated from us, and who have set vp meetings contrary to the order 
and discipline of our Religious Society ; [not our yearly meeting only] or 
should attend any of the marriages accomplished among the said people, 
or sign certificates issued on those occasions, as it is giving countenance to 
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and acknowledging those meetings, as thongh they were the meetings of 
EriendSy this meeting declares that such conduct is of evil tendency^ and 
tepugnant to the harmony and well bemg of our Rdigious Society; and 
where such instances occur^ friends are desired to extend brotherly care 
aad labour, that the individuals may be instructed and reclaimed; and if 
those endeavours prove ineffectual; monthly meetings should testify against 
them." 

Thus carrying out the intention of the yearly meeting; as set forth in 
this extract from the Introduction to the Discipline; viz. : — 

'^ In the exercise whereof it is to be observed; that if cmy member 
be found in a conduct subversive of its order or repugnant to the religious 
prmciples and testimonies which we believe we a/re intrusted with, for the 
pcomotion of truth and righteousness in the earth; U becomes our indispen- 
iahle duty to treat with such; &c.'' 

Which Declaration and Discipline of Phillsidelphia yearly meeting are 

confirmed and explained by the following testimonies given at the Hicksite 

trial in New Jersey in 1830 : — 

S. Bettle's Testimony in 1830. 

No. 3. '' But if I depart from the generally accepted faith of that body 
of Christians; [this includes the whole society] or if I violate its church 
government, I forfeit those rights ; and I consider what is true of one is true 
oC many, call themselves what they may ; hence yearly meetings are not 
isolated, wholly independent bodies." — Foster^ s Rep., voL L; p. 90. • 

S. Bettlb's Testimony in 1830. 

No. 4. " If amy yearly meeting was to depart from the general principles 

^ doctrines of the Society of FriendS; it wovM not be considered as a legiti- 

««fc establishment in the great body of Society."-— .^bs^er's Bep,, vol. l.> 

p. 95. 

Thomas Evans' Testimony in 1830. 

No. 5. Question. — "Is the setting up of a meeting for worship and dis- 
cipline by a portion of the members of an existing meeting; within the 
• limits of that meeting; without its f^ent and approbation; consistent with 
the order and discipline of the society?" 
Answer. — " No; it is not; but a violation of both. 
Question, — " Would those who had thus set «p such a m^eeting be liahle 
to disownmeni? 
Answer,--^^ They certamly would. The VEftY PBlfisiE&VATION and BX- 
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ISTENOE OF THE SOOIETT aS a DISTINCT BODY OF OHRISTIAN FBOFE8S(tt8 

WOULD REQUIRB IT." —Foster' 8 Rep,, vol. L, p. 810. 

The Green and Cherry Street Hicksite Yearly Meeting, the Ghimeyite 
Monthly Meeting of Swanzey, the Garneyite Rhode Island Qoarterly 
Meeting, and the Garneyite Yearly Meeting in Ohio, were set up in that 
way.— (i^c/er to M, 17, 22, and 25.) 

Thomas Evans' Testimony in 1830. 

No. 6. Query, — <' Did your yearly meeting of 1828 answer the Baltimore 
Epistle — ^The Epistle firom Baltimore Yearly Meeting?'' 

Answer, — "If it was not done, it was because Baltimore Yearly 
Meeting, which was nnder the control of those who have since seceded 
had so far identified itself Yfith the n£w society which convenes at the Green 
and Cherry Street meeting-honses as to receive and answer an epistle from 
it; thereby declaring church fellowship with them." — Foster's Ee^.t 
vol. I., p. 281. 

The following remarks will apply to the Garneyite meetings of Sepa- . 
ratists from Swanzey Monthly Meeting, and Bhode Island Quarterly 
Meeting, in New England, in 1845, to the Gumeyite Yearly Meeting in Ohio, 
and to the Western Yearly Meeting, and to all those bodies who have 
identified themselves, by acknowledging church fellowship with these new 
societies. 

If we are not to ''unite with them in church fellowship, nor own them 
to he of our communion/' (No. 1) and are not to '^correspond with any 
meetings,'' holding those [unsound] principles, and set up in violation of the 
excellent order and discipline of our Beligious Society; (No. 1) because 
the ^^ acknowledging those meetings as tliough they were the meetings of 
Friends" is declared to be "of evil tendency, and repugnant to the harmmt/ 
and welJrbeing of our Religious Society" (l^o, 2,) — ^if "the very preser- 
vation and existence of the society as a distinct body of Christian professors 
reqydre " (No. 5) that su>ch who set up m^eetings contrary to the order and 
discipline of our Beligious Society should be disowned, — if any yearly meet- 
ing which departs from the general principles and doctrines of the 
Society of Friends, is "not to be considered as a legitimate establishment 
in the great body of society " (No. 4,) — and if we are to cease cor- 
respondence with yearly meetings, which by receiving and answering an 
•Bpistle from a body which had set up a yearly meeting, contrary to our 
order and discipline, have thereby declared church fellowship with a 
''new society" (No. 6^) — ^how can any at the present day advocate prac- 
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tioes directly at Turiaiice with the above established principles, mthout 
becoming offenders? seeing they do thereby '^violate its church govern- 
ment" and "farfeit their rights." (No. 3.) 

The Hioksite hereisy caused great distress and desolation in the society ; 
but notwithstanding the trials attending it^jome friends foresaw greater 
troubles approaching. 

Daniel Haviland's Testimony. 

No. 7. Daniel Haviland, at New York Yearly Meeting, in 1828, after 

the Hicksite separation, spoke of a day of greater trial approaching, <^ which 

would more fully try our foundations.^' — ^^ Friends* Library ,' vol. III., 

p. 429, 

John Justice's Testimony. 

No. 8. John Justice attended the North meeting, Philadelphia, 7th 
month, 15th, 1838 ; and, in his testimony, said nearly as follows : — I am come 
in great weakness of body and mind, and am afraid I shall not be heard so 
as to be understood without close attention. He then adverted feelingly to 
the late painful separation in Society y saying he had been led back in that 
meeting to the feelings of suffering he then had in his own Quarterly 
, Meeting; and said, has there not something got in and spreading amongst 
TU, that is even more awful than any thing we have ever yet had to pass 
through f He spoke of the necessity of being marked in all our move- 
ments by the life-giving virtue of our Holy High Priest, who is the water 
uid the blood, the light, and the atonement. He said, there would be a 
Tenmant preserved, to whom he was led to minister ; and concluded by the 
expression a second time of these words, << those who are preserved in this 
time, it will be as it were upon the broken pieces of the ship." — See ^^The 
iKcnrf," 1845, p. 196. 

Cheistopher Healy's Testimony. 

No. 9. Tn 1840, Christopher Healy attended Ohio Yearly Meeting. 

' , a minister from New England, was there also. He gives 

the following account of an interview he had with her at that time, viz., 

"Christopher Healy said (in substance) that • complained 

to him that Friends there very much slighted her, Christopher said, I 
can tell thee the reason, and also point out a way whereby thou may remove 
the cause of it; but first I wish to call to thy remembrance a meeting thou 
attended at the Falls, some time after the Hicksite separation. I remem- 
ber thou preached largely to q8| and mostly of an encouraging tendency^ 
beoiuse we had been favoured to escape the destructive influence of the 
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spirit of Hioksism. After a while thou got up again^ sayings many Friesjl Wt 
think because this storm is over^ surely the bitterness of death is past, bH % 
it is not so, and Friends will have to drink a more hitter cup than tbq \t 
have yet drank of^ for greater and more severe trials are yet to come, and 
many who stood firm in the late trials wiU he carried away in iJiose whidi k 
are to come. The Apostle John, in the vision of light, saw the groit |i 
Dragon draw with his tail the third part of the stars of Heaven, and cask 
them down to the earth. How did this great Dragon get so near to those 
stars as to be able to draw them from the firmament of the Lord's power? 
It was by approaching them deceitfully, and tail foremost; and so I believe 
the Eoemy of all righteousness will come among us, at his next great visi- 
tation, not with open mouth, as if he came to devour, but deceitfully, and 
tail foremost will he come, creeping backwards, so that many^ seeing his 
head is turned from them, will not perceive that he is backing up nearer 
and nearer to themselves, and will not be persuaded to think they are in 
any danger, until he has gained such a position, that with a sweep of his 
tail he will draw the third part of the stars of Heaven, and cast them 
down to the earth. I asked her if she remembered this discourse? and 
she acknowledged she did. I then asked her to explain what she meant 
by it, but she declined doing so. I then said, if I explain it for thee, and 
do it exactly as thou believest it to be, wilt thou own it? She said she would. 
I then said, Gubneyism is this Dragon, wMch is creeping taUforemost into 
society y so that many seeing its head is turned from them, do not perceive 
that it is creeping up nearer and nearer to themselves, and will not be 
persuaded to think they are in any danger, but after awhile they will find 
it is near enough to them to entangle them with its tail, and drag them 

down to the earth. Now, , have I not interpreted it rightly? 

and she acknowledged I had. I then asked leave to tell Friends that 
such were her sentiments, assuring her that if she would but come out 
and show that she was not on the side of Gumeyism, she would have no 
occasion to speak of Friends slighting her; but she would not consent, and 
when she got home, she even consented to serve on that great persecuting 
committee that was appointed to destroy John Wilbur/^ 

Caleb Pennook's Testimony. 

No. 10. About this time, Caleb Pennock, an aged minister, attended 
Kennett monthly meeting, and, in testimony, <^ alluded to the separation 
that was past, and said that this was not sufficient to humble us ; and now 
the enemy was permitted to tempt us yet again; but his power was limited, 
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Hid we were not about coming to an end^ for the testimonies professed by 
Friends were in accordance with the Gospel of Jesus Christy and must prevail 

0?er all others He was addressing the young men^ and^ amongst 

many other things, said; the Enemy, in order to have successful instru- 
nente in his own hand, had tempted many filling high stations amongst 
tay and had led them off; so that it might be said, 'The leaders of my 
feople have caused them to err;' and these were leading away others. The 
Bnemy had got up a counterfeit, and not only got it up, but had also got 
k to pass, and if we expect a counterfeit to pass, it must very nearly re- 
aemble the thing itself, or it would not do; but, after all, it would not bear 
inspection, however near the resemblance might be; but Friends, the true 
thing will."— «/Wc7M?," 1846, p. 278. 

Oumeyism is that which the^f aUuded to as being, if any thing, ^'more 
aw/ul/' (No. 8) and " as fatal in its consequences as the infidelity published 
by E. Hicks." (No. 13.) Friends should therefore faithfully stand against 
this delusive spirit, and testify against such as have joined in '' church 
feUowship" with those who have been led away with it, as they did against 
the Hicksites in 1827 and 1828. For " they went out from us, but they 
were not of us, for if they had been of us, they would no doubt have con- 
thnied with us, but they went out that they might be made manifest that 
they were not all of us." 1 John ii. 19. 

Appeal for the Ancient Doctrines in 1847. 

No. 11. In testifying against the unsound doctrines of J. J. Gurney 
and others, Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, in the "Appeal for the Ancient 
Doctrines," states, "Should this superficial religion prevail, it would intro- 
duce the spirit and maxims of the world into the very bosom of the Society." 

" For if we cast aside our fundamental principle 

of the guidance of the Holy Spirit, and the government of the Head of 
the Church, we shall assuredly become the prey of unbelief and anarchy." 
"^Appealy p. 66. 

**One inevitable consequence which attends all innovation upon its reli- 
gioM principles, is the injury to the unify and harmony of the Society,*' — 
Appeal, p. 52. 

" Were the Society to conform to the unscriptural opinions advocated in 
the work under notice, it would be carried back to the beggarly elements." 

"Thus the very existence of the Society would be de- 

Ufoyed" — Appeal, p. 62. 

No. 12. The "Report" of Philade\pWaXe«t\'j Id^^wv^^^^ ^^ ^^^- 
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rative of facts and causes of the division in New England; in 1849; states: 
<'If he spreads opinions tn opposition to the principles of the Beligioos 
Society to which he belongs, he is liable to ezcommnnication for a depa^ 
ture from its faith." — Report, p. 30. 

No. 13. <^If unsound doctrines are not to be testified against; and the 
flock warned of their pernicious influence, but the consistent exercised 
members are to be accused of detraction when they declare their dissent 
from published errors, then ^farewell to the maintenance of any sound 
doctrine in the church of Christ.' The most substantial friends in this 
land nobly and firmly testified against the errors of Elias Hicks both pub- 
licly and privately, &c." — Report, p. 31. 

One of the *< most substantial friends in this land,'' who thus '^nobly aad 
firmly testified against the errors of Elias Hicks," was Jonathan 
Evans, a valuable elder of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, who in a letter 
to John Wilbur, dated 9th month 11th, 1837, bore this testimony in rela- 
tion to J. J. Gumey, ^^ I have permed a great deal of his writings, and 
have been sorely distressed at the darkness and confusion which is almost 
inseparable from their contents." — J, Wilbut^s Journal, p, 229. 

In the Memorial of Jonathan Evans, published by Philadelphia Yearly 
Meeting, is the following statement, viz. : ^< I am satisfied that there is t 
spirit at work which would lay waste the ancient profession and doctrines 
of our Religious Society, and draw Friends avray from the spirituality of 
that which they have once known, and many are oatched with it" — M^ 
morialsyp, 71. «/. Evans deceased in lSd9. 

Ezra Comfort, a faithful minister, was also one of the friends 
who thus '< nobly and firmly testified against the errors of Elias HickSy 
both publicly and privately," and was actually disowned therefor by his 
monthly meeting, and the judgment thereof was confirmed by Abingtot* 
Quarterly Meeting, but reversed by Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, and he 
was restored to his rights of membership. He did also testify, " nobly and 
firmly," against the errors of J. J. Gurney, and in a letter written by hinJ- 
to John Wilbur, 2d month, 17th, 1843, he uses this language, viz., . - 
" And that I did believe the unsound doctrines published by that man^ 
fj. J. Gurney,] were oa fatal in their consequences as the infidelity pub- 
lished by Elias Hicks, which had made such a grievous rent in the 
Society."— (J. WiUmr's Journal, p. 363.) 

This, his testimony, is confirmed by other friends, who ^^ nobly and firmly 
^t^^tified against the errors of E. Hicks." 

No. 14. In a pamphlet entitled, ''Authentic Extracts," &c.; by M. Cope, 



by several Friends,* the follawiog seatimeata occur, showing tbat 
alto believed as Ezra Comfort did, in relation to Hicksism and tiur- 
B0jism, viz., "And what sentiment of £. Bicki, on a aubjeot of aioiiiar 
nagtiitiide, when compared with J. J. Gurnet's definition of faith, appears 

fmnv objectionably erroneous or astoDiBbiDgly absurd?" 

*'AikI are they not aa derogatory as those of E. Hicks'?" — p. 9, 

"And does not the language of Ihe Appeal [for the ancient 
dootrioes in 1847] throughoat, determine Gurnei/ism to be not only at 
variance with Primitive Quakerism, but as appomie thereto at tlie aenti- 
atXHta of Eliai Hicks, with their coDcomitaut appendagea?" 

''And on most other important points of doctrine wherein Eliaa Hicks 
departed from the primitive standard of Quakerism, J. J. Gurney has taken 
k no leas diverging course, though in an oppoaite direction, and no wonder 
if the fruits resulting therefrom, should be analogous." — pp. 27 and 28. 

After alluding to some of J. J. Gurney's views, M, Cope says, "And 
where can the reader find any language used by Elias Hicka towards those 
pristine worthies that will bear an equivalent comparison?" — p. 12. 

"And did not Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, in 1828, bear a decided, 
ooDsistent, testimony Bgainst the doftrines of £liais Sicks, as being op- 
poaed to primitive Quakerism, and against the fruits resulting from their 
tdoption or encouragemeJii ? And did it not in its Appeal for the ancient 
dootrines of the Society, issued in 1847, bear & no less decided and un- 
waTering testimony against the doctrines of J. J, Gurnti/, as equallj/ up- 
posed to the principles of Primitive Quakerism, as held and most surely 
believed by the early Friends ? Then upon what ground (with any degree 
of coosistency) can Philadelphia Yearly Meeting relax in carrying out its 
testimony against the fruit* reaultiog from either the adoption or cncou- 
ragtment of J. J. Gurney's sentiments?" — p. 27. 

No. 15, Notwithstanding Gurneyism is shown to be as dangerous to primi- 
tive Quakerism as the doctrines of Elias Hicka and his followers, London 
Yewly Meeting has, by its official action, fully endorsed J. J. Gurney's 
atuouodness, as their Memorial of him issued in 1847 will show. The 
fbllowing is an extract &om it, viz. : — 

* "W« A apt (za mine J (he anaeied document, (in msDuaaript,) tkud being "lalufird 
with it, bnve encouraged its publioation, anii eoinmrnd it to tho carr/iil, teriotu, at- 
tention of the honest ioqalrer tfter trnth : Dsild Cope, Samuel Cope, Moeee 
%titj, Wm. N. Soarlet, Solomon Lukens, Joseph Cbmuhers, Wm. Walter, Joeh«» 
Shtrplee. Leii WiokersUam, Daniel Thompson, Abiith Cope. lienjaiaiu Maale, 
JMhoa b. Fosej." — Inlrodiulion to M. Cvpe't "AullMUie Eiliotii." 
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''Thiiit oirouroBtancod, it became of great importanoe that he sbonUUlIt^ 
(luoidod UN to his religious coarse; and we fiad that in hia 24th year ^"^'^ 
wiiN brought into much serious thoughtfulness, and even conflict of 
oil tliu Hubjoct of uniting himself more closely to the Society of whiek 
Vftm a ineinbor by birth; and towards the close of the same year raBgiia||^ 
hitiiMnlf in the simplicity of a little child, to the unerring guidance of ttlfi'^ 
Holy Hpirity lie was enabled, though surrounded by adverse circumstaneei, 
to ninko a full surrooder; and he maintained with hofy boldness ihejm6i^^ 
ff/v.H ami tentimofiies of tJie Society through the remainder of his Ufe^* 4c. 

<< Ih not this tk fully entire and unqualified endorsement and approwd 
not only the writings, but the actions and doings of •/. J. Gwrnejft"'-^1L 
Cope, p. IH. (See No. 1, 6, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17.) 

No. 1 0. T. Evans testified, in 1830, as follows i--^^ 1 consider l^ vMst^ 
the iliffivvltics into which the Society has been unhappily introduced s&attiA 
hutahlr.f directly or indirectly , to the attempts made by E. Hicks and W 
ftiUowerH to promulgate doctrines contrary to those of the Religious Sodslg'* 
of FriendHf and to change its organization and Discipline" — Fotta'i 
Ut^p., vol. L, p. 809. i 

Jf <'ono inevitable consequence, which attends all innovation upon itft< 
roligiouH principles, b the injury to the unity and harmony of the Society'' 
(No. 11) — if the Society, by conforming "to the unscriptural opinionfl" . 
alluded to in the "Appeal,*' would be carried back to the beg- 
garly elements, and "thus the very existence of the Society be destroyed'' 
(No. 11,) — if the unsound doctrines of J, J, Gurney and others aw 
" an fatal in their consequences as the infidelity ofElias Hichs^^Q^o. 13,)— * 
if the ^^ Appear' " throughout determines Gumeyism to be " as opposite .; 
to Primitive Quakerism "a« the sentiments of Elias Hich^' (No. 14,) — 
If the fruits resulting ^row J". J, Gurney* s doctrines should he analogous 
to the fruits of Elias Hicks' doctrines (No. 14,) — Friends in 1860 can '*. 
safely adopt the language used by Thomas Evans in 1830 ; considering ■ 
and believing, " that the whole of the difficulties into which the Society 
has boon unhappily introduced [are] attributable either directly or indirecUj 
to the attempts made by [an individual] and his followers, to promulgate doiy 
trines contrary to those of the Religious Society of Friends, and to change 
its organization and Discipline.'' (No. 16.) 

Philadelphia Yearly Meeting has borne a noble testimony, and warned 
its members against the fruits of Gumeyism ; for the faithful watchmen of 
1847 knew, that if partaken of, or united with, " the very existence of the 
Society " might be destroyed. And " upon what ground (with any degree 
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eoaostency) can Philadelphia Yearly Meeting '' [ia I860; and the 
(inbers thereof] '^ relax in carrying out its testimony against the fruits 
pdtiiig from either the adoption or encouragement of J. J. Gurne/s 
ilamentsr (No. 14.) 

JSaving shown that Garneyism and Hicksism are equally fatal to Primi- 
pe.Qaak^ism, the following extracts will confirm it : — 
-Ho. 17, Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, in the "Report" of the facts 
Hi eauses of the division in New England, shows that a portion ot the 
unbers of Stioanzey Monthly Meeting (a branch of Bhode Island Quar- 
Mj Meeting) separated from it, and set up a meeting ^^ contrary to the 
liier and Discipline of our Religious Society." — ^^ Report" p. 37. (Refer 
I No. 6.*) 

It also shows clearly that "those who, in Rhode Island Quarterly Meet- 
ly leceived the Report " from this meeting of Separatists, and rejected 
at &Dm the true Monthly Meeting, identified themselves wUh ii. — See 
fkpon/' p, 37. 

In the ^' Considerations," published by 0. Evans, in 1846, is the fol- 
ring statement ; — " The Larger Body [in New England Yearly Meeting 
1845] acknowledged the representatives of the Quarterly Meeting set up 
the manner which has been described, and thus identified itself with the 
eting of the Separatists, and with all the extraordinary measures pursued 
the Yearly Meeting's Committee." — p. 83. 
'^Two Reports were presented as coming from Rhode Island Quarter — 

> of which the clerk minuted as coming from Rhode Island Quarter, and 
other as purporting to come from that meeting." — " Gonstderationsy*' 

81. 

[t mvst be borne in mind that the first, and most prominent cause of 
I sad separation, in New England, in 1845, was the attempt to procure 
disownment of John Wilbur, " an upright and faithful minister," for 
nnghis testimony, from a sense of religious duty, against the unsound doc- 
It is a remarkable fact that in <<A Brief Review of the causes and course of the 
trion in the Yearly Meeting of Ohio," pubUshed m 1855 by Enoch Lewis, Editor 
Um "Friends* Reriew," in which is a relation of proceedings fai New England, ' 
i«h led to the separation there, he gives no account of the separation in Swanzey 
iMj Meeting (so fUlly described in the ** Report" of Philadelphia Yearly Meet- 
in 1849, p. 37,) but passes from the disownment of John Wilbur by Greenwich 
pithty Meeting in 1843, to the Yearly meeting in 1846, entirely leaving out this 

> of the most important points. It is strong negative testimony that he had 
Ung to say in defence of the manner in which that separation was effected. 
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trines of J. J. Gurney.— /Sfe« the "i?cpor^' adopted by PhtlacU^kik 
Yearly Meeting, p. 80. 

NoW; according to the testimony borne in 1880^ ^' If any Yearly Meet* 
ing was to depart from the general principles and doctrines of the Sodetf 
of Friends, it would not be considered as a legitimate establishment in ike 
great body of society." — See No. 8 and 4 of S, Bettle's Testimony. 

And it is clearly shown by the " Report/' p. 37, that New En^aad 
Yearly Meeting departed from our established principles of church goyera* 
ment, in acknowledging meetings '^ set up in yiolation of the excellent order 
which has been instituted among us in the unfoldings of Divine wisdonL'' 
— Refer to T, Evans* Testimony , No. 6, and to No, 1. 

No. 18. Charles Erans states respecting the Rhode Island Qaarterlj 
Meeting of Friends. 

^They accordingly met together and continued to hold Rhode 
Island Quarterly Meeting. This was analogous with the transaction is 
Baltimore Yearly Meeting, [1828,] when Friends left that body as soon ae it 
had identified itself with the Hicksites, by the reception of their epidi 
and the rejection of that from Friends." — ^^ ConsideTatums,'* p. 80. (Aho 
refer to T, Evans' Testimony, No. 6.) Does not this show that the Gkff* 
neyite separations of 1845 and 1854 stand on the same ground as the 
Hicksite separations in 1828 ? 

No. 19. Morris Cope, in his "Authentic Extracts," p. 28, states, "Now 
admitting this statement [in The Friend, vol. II., p. 89 and 61] to be en- 
tirely correct, who can any more doubt the purity of motive and consistenef 
of action of the minor portion of Friends of Baltimore Yearly Meeting io 
1854 than in 1828 ; that in order to retain their connection with the Society^ 
and to support its doctrines and Discipline, (as they apprehended,) Aey 
really believed they had no alternative lefb, but to meet apart from those lAo 
had seceded from its communion, and attached themselves to the new Society 
of Gurneyites. And that every member who continued to meet with tbe 
party after they had thus fully identified themselves [by receiving and an- 
swering an epistle from " a new society," (as T. Evans stated. No. 6,) see 
Ko. 3 and 4,] with the new sect, was lending his influence and according 
Us assent to those practices and doctrines." 

No. 20. From 1845 to 1854, the Society was much agitated and die- 
^I'essed by the attempts to have the larger body in New England acknoW'' 
I^ged as a meeting of Friends, confirming the statement made in the 
'^^ppeal/' that ^' one inevitable consequence which attends all innovation 
^pon its religious principles, is the injury to the unity and harmony of 
**© Society/' (Appeal, p. 52.) And, " we are fully convinced, [as is truly 
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listed by C. Evans] that as events develop themselves, the sabject must 
i^in and again present itself before them [the yearly meetings] until it 
Bomes in a shape, which wUl demand in a manner that cannot he denied^ 
l^elear and unequivocal decision on the great principles on which the divi- 
sion in New England took place '^ "Considerations/' p. 84. These 
ironbles having been foretold, the following extracts will show the further 
Ihlfilment of what was testified of as approaching our Keligious Society. 

Ohio Yearly Meeting. 

« No. 21. In 1854 a separation took place in Ohio Yearly Meeting. The 
account of that yearly meeting is published in " The Friend," from 
iirhich the following is extracted, viz. : 

" Whatever may be said to gloss over the action of those who separated 

£om Ohio Yearly Meeting, we think no person' who values the order 

pad discipline of our Religious Society, and its preservation from Schism, 

cn a calm and candid consideration of all the circumstances attending: this 

.^toumful event, can fail to perceive that the nomination and appointment 

of Jonathan Binns, were the acts of a party, irregular and subversive of 

the judgment of Ohio Yearly Meeting previously come to, and long acted 

on, destructive of the organization and harmony of the whole Society, and 

an act of separation from the Yearly Meeting." "Friend," 1854, p. 31, , 

No. 22. in a pamphlet published shortly after this separation 

states, " Should the Society or any part of it acknowledge Jonathan Binns as 
the clerk, and the Body acting with him as the Yearly Meeting, it would 
tend to break down good order and government in the proceedings of Meet, 
ings for Discipline, furnish a dangerous precedent to its members, on any 
OGoasion of dissatisfaction or disagreement to bring forward in the same ir- 
xegolar manner, the names of clerks to suit their own purposes, and thus 
^courage and multiply these sorrowful and blighting separations within its 
borders," &o. See (Note 1, 3, 5, and 6.) See « The Friend," vol. 28, p. 43. 

Baltimore Yearly Meeting. 

No. 23. Baltimore Yearly Meeting occurring soon after Ohio Yearly 
Meeting, two epistles were presented to it, each purporting to come from 
Ohio Yearly Meeting. "The meeting was thus at once brought into dif- 
ficulty, and appointed a committee to consider the case and report to a fu- 
tore sitting; that committee were divided in sentiment; the major por- 
tion being entirely prepared to receive the epistle signed by J. Binns as 
dedc^ and to recognise that body as Ohio Yearly Meeting. The other 
2 
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portion of that committee consoieDtioaslybelieying that such a course wooU 
not only be swerving from a faithful adherence tO; and support of the (b 
trines and testimonies of the early Friends ; but would be a formal i^ 
knowledgment and sanctioning of the new schemes of modified Qnakeria^ 
and betraying of the trust reposed in them, objected to the proposed covm ^ 
but to no avail. The clerk and the majority of the meeting being Mj 
prepared for the majority report, an alliance with that body in Ofaifl 

of which Jonathan Binns was clerk was soon effected 

When a remnant of the meeting (and not below the standard of 
numbers with a Barclay) could find no course consistent with the 
conscientious convictions of their own minds on that very trying M* 
casion, but to dissent from the action of the major part of the meeting ui 
remain quietly together at the close of that sitting, and endeavor to ffostuo 
and continue Baltimore Yearly Meeting on the original ground of primitiw 
Quakerism; and in a manner which in the days of 1828^ would haTen-|:: 
ceived the warmest approbation and approval of Friends holding the sune 
faith everywhere." M. Cope's "Authentic Extracts," p. 26 and 27. Befe 
to No. 1, 5, 17, 21 and 22. 
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North Carolina Yearly Meeting, 1854. 

No. 24. " The Friend," of 11 month, 25th, 1854, states: " We bavenotyrt 
received any other information from the Yearly Meeting, lately held in 
North Carolina, than that it has identified itself with the separatists in 
Ohio/'— See M, 1, 6, 17, 22 and 23- 

Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, 1855. 

No. 25. Two epistles were received from Ohio, each purporting to he 
from Ohio Yearly Meeting of Friends, one signed by Benjamin Hojle ad 
clerk, and the other by Jonathan Binns. "The Friend/' in the aocoa"* 
published therein, of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, states: " Three timtf 
the judgment of the Meeting was clearly manifested, that the epistle signed 
by B. Hoyle should be read, and each time the clerk rose to read it, when, 
«s he began, he was interrupted, and he patiently waited until all had the 
opportunity of relieving their minds. It was a trying circumstance, tihat 
all the members could not see alike on this important subject, but the dis- 
sent from the judgment of the great body of the meeting was by compara- 
tively few, and there appeared no probability of delay producing any fffA 
effect, as the circumstances of the separation in Ohio could not be changed 
-by'time. And it was incumbent on the Meeting, under right authority, to 
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kome to a decision fbr itself, without reference to the action of other co-ordi- 
'mUe bodies, to nek novf ledge the true Yearly Meeting of Ohio, and so far 
«how its sympathy with it in its peculiar trials, and to express its diaappro- 
iMtiot) of the course pursued by those who separated from it. The 
tierk haTing stated it to be the judgmeat of the Meeting to have 
■We epistle signed by B, Hoyle read at that time, after a sitting of near five 
tOTirs it was read."— "TAe Friend" of 1855, p. 262. (&e JVb. 21, 22.) 

Indiana Yeably Meetino, 1854. 
Xo. 26. "Two commuQieationa in writing addressed to thia Meeting 
fitKD two distinct bodies, each claiming to be Ohio Yearly Meeting of 
l^iends, held at the usual time and place thia year, are now received and laid 
iMfbre this Meeting. By this and other evidence, the Meeting has come 
to the knowledge (affecting our hearts with much sorrow) that a separation 
in thtt Yearly Meeting has taken place, and that two Meetings aaauming 
Ibat n>ine and character, have been held, whereupon this Meeting io view 
o( the painfai importance of the case, unites In referring the coDsideration 
of the papers before ua to the following named Frienda, .... who 
we desired to peruse them, and obtain such other evidence in the case as 
may be Lad, and make written report to the next sitting, of their judgment, 
K to which of said bodies should be recognized by this Meeting, as Ohio 
Yearly Meeting of Friends, and the commuoleationa thereof lead accord- 

ingly."—" The Frieiul," 1S54, p 79 The result was, that 

lie Yearly Meeting decided as follow; "The Meeting directs, that the 
domment recuired from Ohio, signed by B. Hoyle as clerk, be returned to 
liiiii, together with an extract of the proceedings of this Meeting in the 

tlH." 

The epistle signed by Jonathan Binnsas clerk, was then read and replied 
Io; and they have continued " ncknonledsing those Meetings as though 
tlujwere the Meetings of Friends," over since. — .Sic JVo. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 11, 
17,21,22. 

London Yearly Meeting, 1855. 
No. 27. "Aller a sitting of about four houra, the recommendation of thfl 
Mttoiittee was adopted as the judgment of the Yearly j>leeting, and the 
epiflUe signed by Jonathan lilnna was read and referred to the committee 
00 epiatlea to prepare an answer to it; and the opiatle signed by Jane M. 
FhimRier, was directed to be scot to our Women's Yearly Meeting." 

" It may be atuted (without assuming therefrom, that do such opinion 
ma eatertaincd} that no proposal was made for accepting as the e^Utle of 
Oliio Yearly Meeting, the opistlo aigned bj B. UojXa." '■•^x*iTa.'Ca':'-'i>»»«' 
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ment' of proceedings of the Yearly Meeting, held in London, 1855, in re- 
ference to the division in Ohio Yearly Meeting." — ^^Friendj' 1855, p. 
349. ' 

" The CONCLUSION, however, to v^hich the Meeting [London Yearly Meet- 
ing] at length arrived, v^as to receive the epistle op a body of Sep« 
ARATiSTS, as that to which we should send a reply, and regard the said 
body as Ohio Yearly Meeting with which we are hereafter to corrb- 
SPOND."— From the '^British Friend/' iram/erred to ^'The Friend/' 1855, 
p. 335. 

"We think that the perusal of it, [the ^Statement' of London Yearly 
Meeting] will impress every unprejudiced mind with the conviction, that 
this document is singularly inconsistent in its several parts, and makes a 
sad exhibit of the reasoning by which that Yearly Meeting was led 
INTO uniting with A BODY OP SEPARATISTS, who, as mentioned in the 
* British Friend,' 'a venerable Friend, well versed in the state of American 
afiEairs, and not long since returned from a mission in that country,' stated in 
the Meeting, had, in his opinion, ' established themselves as a Yearly Meet- 
ing, not in the order of the discipline,' and, therefore, * not in the wisdom 
of Truth.' And that the course pursued by the meeting, was ' likely to in- 
volve it [and we may add, the whole Society, Ed. ^^ Friend "] in difficul- 
ties, the end of which it is impossible to foresee." — ^'Friend/* 1855, p. 
351. 

''Ohio Yearly Meeting, had also borne its testimony against these same 
unsound sentiments,* while those who separated from it do not unite with 
that testimony; and, therefore, the latter were received p.s a body with which 
London Yearly Meeting could correspond. Here is the cause, prodacing 
the difference of action in the two cases [of the Larger Body in New Bog- 
land and Ohio Yearly Meetings,] [and the same will apply to Dublin, Indi- 
ana, Baltimore City, and New York City, and North Carolina Yearly Meet- 
ings.] And thus we are brought to the origin of the DiPPicuLTiESi 
rending the Society to pieces, and which sprung up within the Yearly 
Meeting that has thus confirmed the separation in Ohio." — '^ The Friendj 
1855, p. 351. 

" The unsound sentiments against which so many thousands of Friend 
have felt bound to bear testimony, are not vaguely spoken of, but hav 
been clearly set forth and condemned by two Yearly Meetings, of equi 
standing with that of London." [They have also been publicly condemne 
by New England Yearly Meeting.] 

* See <* Appeal for the Aneient Dootrines," whioh was adopted by Ohio and Nen 
England Yearly Meetings. 
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^*The exposition of this unsoundness cannot he refuted^ and while tbe 
sentiments, incompatible with those inculcated by Fox, Penn and Bar- 
clay, and held by the Society from the beginning, are palliated or defended, 
and a large portion of the Society misrepresented as disorderly, and con- 
demned forbearing testimony against them, it cannot be otherwise, but that 
division, and the 'severance one from another of brethren and sisters' 
mentioned in the ' Statement ' [of London Yearly Meeting] will continue 
to be the result."— '< T'^e Friend;* 1855, p. 352. 
Refer to No. 1, 2, 3', 4, 5, 6, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 35. 
"The decision of Philadelphia Yearly meeting, to continue its correspond- 
ence with the long established Yearly Meeting of Ohio, was erroneously said 
by some who objected to it, to violate a fundamental principle of our reli- 
^ous society because a number of the members, though compamtively few, 
were opposed to it; but it may be truly said, that fundamental princi- 
ples OF THE Society have been violated in this case, [by London 
Yearly Meeting] where the decision was not only contrary to the judgment 
of a large portion of the members, but was to commence a correspondence 
with a Meeting, set up confessedly in violation of the Discipline.*' . . . 
"Time will develop the consequences resulting from this course." — 
''Friend;' 1855, p. 332. 

Further action of Ohio Yearly Meeting, by its Meeting for Suf- 
ferings. 

No. 28. "The three Yearly Meetings [Indiana, Baltimore, and North 
Carolina] which have occurred since the adjournment of Ohio Yearly 
Meeting, in the 9th month last, to which its epistles were addressed, giving a 
connect statement of the sorrowful secession that took place from it at that time, 
HAVE DECLARED THEIR UNITY with those who separated themselves from 
their legitimate Yearly Meeting, and refused to remain subordinate to it." 
■^(No. 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 35.) From the Address of the Meeting for Suffer- 
ings of Ohio Yearly Meeting, held at Mount Pleasant, on the 16th and 17th 
of2nd month, 1855.— "^Ac Friend'* o/1855, p. 201. 
. That Ohio Yearly Meeting considered the Meetings subordinate to In- 
dkna Yearly Meeting identified with it, is manifested by the following 
extract, viz. : — 

"We would propose to our Monthly Meetings, that all certificates issued 
for such members [such as may remove or have removed to Indiana] be for- 
warded to Stillwater Monthly Meeting, a branch of Stillwater Quarterly 
Meeting, with information of their place of residence." .... "This 
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b ft measure arising from the action of Indiana Yearly Meeting towaids 
ours; and in order for the preservation of the rights and privileges of onr 
members, it seems incumbent upon us, to make some provision to meet the 
exigency of the case.'' Address of the Meetings for Sufferings of Ohio Yearly 
Meeting. (The above information was read in Philadelphia Yearly Meet- 
ing in 1855, and published in ^* The Friend^' 1855, p. 202.) 

No. 29. ''In most, if not all those bodies in America, claiming the title 
of Yearly Meetings, the Memoirs of J. J. Ourney.and many of his doctrinal 
writings, have been extensively circulated.'' — M. Cope's ^^ Authentic Ex- 
tractSf'* p. 29. 

''And one of the largest (Indiana) which some years back forbade J. J. 
Ourncy's Essays on Christianity being admitted into Monthly and Prepara- 
tive Meeting Libraries, has since repealed that mandate and encouraged its 
circulation." — Ibid., p. 29. (See No. 14.) 

(^Twenty extracts from the Essays on Christianity by J, J. Qumey^ 
have been testified against, by Philadelphia, Ohio and New England Yearly 
Meetings in the "Appeal for the Ancient Doctrines," nearly double ihe 
number of extracts taken from any other of his works alluded to in the 
"Appeal;" thereby shovnng that this is one of his most unsound publicar- 
tions.) 

Again, in allusion to the Discipline of Indiana Yearly Meeting, M. Cope 

says: — "And inasmuch as vital and important changes of discipline have 
lately been made, no doubt in evidence of the fructifying properties of Gur- 
ncyism, it may be well to advert to a few cases," &c. — Authentic UxtracU^ 
p. 29. (Refer to No. 14.) 

Official information from Indiana Yearly Meeting, read in Phi- 
ladelphia Y. M., 1856, AS FOLLOWS. 

No. 30. " Your epistle of the 4th month, last, [1855] has been received and 
read in this Meeting; the information contained therein, that your Meeting 
adheres to the party in Ohio, of which B. Hoyle is clerk, as the true Ohio 
Yearly Meeting, has been the cause of much sorrow to us at this time. W© 
regret that our epistle to you, of last year, (1854) failed to reach your Meet- 
ing at the proper time, particularly as it contained a statement of the pro* 
oeedings of our Meeting, in reference to the division in Ohio Yearly Meet* 
ing. A duplicate of that epistle has been forwarded to you, to which we re- 
fer. We have, at this time, again solemnly reviewed our proceedings of last 
T in this case, thereby fulfilling your desire, and the result has been, a 

Aeral expression of settled satisfaction in what was done without dis- 
'; and such have been the harmony of judgment and good feeling with 
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wbicb oar meeting was favored, when considering the case both last year and 
the present, that we are renewedly confirmed in our oonolusion.'' . . . 
<' Brethren, we desire to address you in deep humility, and under a sense of 
our own unworthiness in the divine sight, and highly as we value corre- 
spondence with your Meeting, we cannot see how we can continue it, 
if you adhere to the party in Ohio, whom we look upon as having gone out 
d the fellowship of the body/' (From the printed minutes of Indiana Yearly 
Jfeeting, 1856, p. 59 and 60.) This epistle was replied to by Philadelphia 
Tearly Meeting, and the correspondence. closed. Indiana Yearly Meeting 
<liiected that the families of their members should be furnished with copies 
of the minutes, among which was the above information, received by Phi- 
ladelphia Yearly Meeting. 

No. 31. As some may say (notwithstanding the information by epistle 
torn Indiana, of the '< harmony of judgment,^' '' without dissent,'^ in de- 
dding about the Ohio separation,) that the Monthly Meetings had not 
Sidnowledged their Yearly Meeting's proceedings, and were not iden- 
tified with it by continuing to be subordinate thereto, the following ez- 
tiaot from the Declaration of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting in 1828, will 
show the views of the Society of Friends of that day, viz. : — " When the 
extracts from the minutes of the Yearly Meeting were sent dowa to the 
Qaarterly Meetings, they were read and minuted in all of them but one; and 
aU the Quarters raised their several proportions o^ money as directed by 
the Yearly Meeting, and paid it into the hands of the regular treasurer, to 
le placed at the disposal of the Meeting for sufferings, thereby anticipating 
I the continued existence of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting on its original 
[ foundation, and its representative body, the Meeting for sufferings." — 
Sxiract/rom the Declaration of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting ^ 1828, p. 12. 

Inconsistency op the London Yearly Meeting's "Document" of 
1855, WHICH WAS READ IN Phila., Y. M., tn 1856. 

No. 32. After this "Document "bad been read, an aged Friend [S. Bettle] of- 
hedtothe Meeting some impressive remarks on the subject of separations in 
ovBeligious Society, .... Saying he could fully unite with the 
KDthnents respecting separations which we had just heard rejid, but re- 
setted that notwithstanding their correctness, London Yearly Meet- 

We HAD GIVEN ITS SANCTION TO SEPARATION. — ^^Friend," 1856, p. 270. 

''Nor do they seem to bear in mind that the judgment come to in the case 
ijPhibdelphia Yearly Meeting, both last year [1855] and this, is evidently 
Am I oonscientious conviction on the part of a very large proportion of 
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U/B members, that the separation of those who appointed Jonathan Binns 
for their clerk, is subversive of the order and discipline of the Society, and 
rests on errors, which, if carried out, must finally destroy its organization/' 
—''Friend;' 1856, p. 271. 

Indiana Yearly Meeting, 1856. 

No. 33. By the printed minutes of Indiana Yearly Meeting in 1856, it 
appears that they acceded to the request of che Gurneyite Yearly Meeting 
in Ohio, and set off and joined Alum Creek Quarterly Meeting to thatbodj 
of Seoeders. — (^See Printed Minutes, 1856, No. 33, p. 18.) They also show 
that they gave John Meader, (who had been a member of a Monthly Meet- 
ing in Rhode Island Quarterly Meeting, but had been disowned,) a return- 
ing minute as a minister of our Society. — {Printed Minutes, 1857, p. 52.) 
This same individual travelled extensively in England after his disownment 
by the true Meeting of Friends in New England, which the Beport of 
Philtjdelphia Yearly Meeting of the "Facts and Causes of the pivisionin 
New England Yearly Meeting," clearly shows was sustained, and also shows 
that the body assuming to be Rhode Island Quarterly Meeting, which 
gave John Meader liberty to travel, had identified itself with Separatists. 

No. 34. And in setting up the "Western Yearly Meeting," the Gurney- 
ite Yearly Meeting in Ohio, and the Seceders of Baltimore City Yearly Meet- 
ing ai the invitation of Indiana Yearly Meeting joined and aided it in an 
official manner, as the minutes of the "Western Yearly Meeting (of 9th 
mouth, 1858, p. 3) will show. Thus violating our principles of Church 
Government in setting up a Meeting by the aid of Separatists, which is 
contrary to the order and discipline of our Religious Society. 

Notwithstanding tjie manner in which this Western Yearly Meeting was 
set up, London Yearly Meeting has recognised it as a co-ordinate Yearly 
Meeting. — See No, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 35. 

The following minute of the "Western Yearly Meeting," shows the 
Sianner in which it was set up, viz. : — 

"At Western Yearly Meeting of Friends opened and held at Plainfield^ 
in' Hendrick Co., in Indiana, on the 20th of 9th month, 1858, in accord' 
anoe with the following minutes, which we now receive from Indiana; 
Baltimore, New York, and Ohio [Gurneyite] Yearly Meetings." 

"At Indiana Yearly Meeting of Friends held at Whitewater, in Wayn0 
Co., Indiana, by adjourjiment, on seventh day, the 3rd of 10th month, 1857* 

"This Yearly Meeting having come to the judgment in the year 1855, 
*fter much consideration and care, to set up a new Yearly Meeting of 
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Eriends at Plaiofield; Indiana^ to be called Western Yearly Meeting, a%d 
the Yearly Meetings of London, Dublin, New England, New York, Balti- 
more, North Carolina, and Ohio, having signified to ns their unity and 
concurrence in this important proceeding, we now appoint the following 
Eriends to attend the opening thereof, at the time fixed upon in the 9th 
month next, &c/' — Minutes of " Western Yearly Meeting^^ p. 1. 

Committees from the Gurneyite Yearly Meeting in Ohio and the Separatists 
in Baltimore attended, with minutes from their respective Yearly Meetings. 
&e Minutes of Western Yearly Meeting, p. 2 and 3. 

No. 35. The view Eriends took of these departures in 1827 and '28, is 
shown by the following extract, viz.: — " But if either of the Yearly Meetings 
OK any number of them alter the principles which form the outward bond 
of union in the Society, forsake the ancient and established organization 
and join a new association holding different principles, they cease to be a 
constituent part of the Society of Friends." " The Friend," vol. 2, p. 61. 
(No. 3, 4, 5 and 6.) 

No. 36. If " the difficulties [which] are rending the Society to pieces" 
hi their origin in London Yearly Meeting, (No. 15 and 27,) and they 
Have never testified against the unsound doctrines which originated among 
them — if ' London Yearly Meeting has given its sanction to Separation 
(No. 32) in Ohio Yearly Meeting, (and we may add in New England and 
Baltimore Yearly Meetings) — ^if the separation in Ohio Yearly Meetingi 
'rests on errors — which, if carried out, must finally destroy [the] organi- 
lation' of our Keligious Society (No. 21, 32,) — if, in case the unsound 
doetrines which had their origin in London Yearly Meeting, and which 
We been testified against by Philadelphia, Ohio and New England Yearly 
Meetings, in the "Appeal for the Ancient Doctrines," were to be con- 
fcnned to, Uhe very existence of the Society would be destroyed' (No. 
11, 15 and 27.) — if it is true that, should the Society or any part of i* 
acknowledge Jonathan Binns as the clerk, and the body acting with him 
M the Yearly Meeting, it would tend to break down good order and 
government, &c., [and we know that London, Dublin, North Carolina 
ttd Indiana Yearly Meetings, and other bodies have done so,] (No. 2, 
M, 5, 6, 24, 26, 27 and 30)— if the Memoirsof J. J. Gurney,and many of 
Ms doctrinal writing ^ave been extensively circulated, in most, if not all of 
Aose bodies in America, claiming the title of iTearly Meetings, and the 
wwound doctrines of J. J,. Gurney have been endorsed by London Yearly 
Meeting,''* (See No. 15. and No. 29)— if Indiana Yearly Meeting has 

* Ko. 87. The following nnsonnd sentiment appearis in a pleQQ^hl^l^'^«&\^^iSc3&sfi&K^ 
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jojned one of its Quarterly Meetings to the Gomejite Yearly Meeting in 
Ohio at the request of that body of Seceders (No. 33) — if Indiana and 
London Yearly Meeting have received and accredited as a minister, «a 
individual who has been disowned (No. 33) — ^if London, Dublin, Indiana, 
and North Carolina Yearly Meetings, and other bodies, have acknowledged 
the Western Yearly Meeting which was set up by the aid. of the Gurnejite 
Ohio Yearly Meeting, and others contrary to our established order (No. 34,) 
then those meetings are fully identified and connected with G-urneyimQ) 
and the separations arising therefrom. And what more could those Yearfj 
Meetings do (especially Indiana) to join the ^^new Society of Gumeyites^' 
than they have already done? ' And how can it be otherwise, than that the 
Meetings which remain subordinate to t}iese Yearly Meetings are as Mj 
identified and connected with Separatists as their respective Yearly Meet* 
ings are ? — seeing that they have continued in subordination several years 
since the identification of their Yearly Meeting. (No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 17; 
18, 19, 31, 35.) 

As our religious society is constituted, what would become of a Yearly 
Meeting if there were no members in the Monthly Meetings? For 
the members of the Monthly Meetings transact the business at tlie 
Yearly Meeting, and must be identified with its acts. 

And is there not sufficient evidence to prove that Gurneyism is not onlj 
as dangerous and ''fatal in its consequences'^ to primitive Quakerism, bat 
is as opposite to it, as Hicksism ? (No. 8, 9, 10, 11 , 13, 14.) Therefore i* 
must be as wrong to acknowledge any Meetings which have become identi- 
fied with Gurneyism, as it is to acknowledge any meetings which have be- 
come identified with Hicksism, ''as though they were meetings of Friends.' 
(No. 2.) 

Ohio Yearly Meeting in 1854-55, after the separation, would not send 

in Friend's Review of 8th month, 6th, 1859, having been taken from the Golnmns oi 
the London Friend of recent date. It is placed here to show how rapidly as a Society 
we are retrograding. The Review containing this passage has been widely dr* 
onlftted, and it is believed the unsoundness thereof has not been publicly exposed. 
It is as follows: — 

** Bat all experience confirms the testimony of Scripture, that the appointed means 
by which the Holy Spirit is pleased to effect this great change [Regeneration] is thQ 
meiflBage of glad tidings contained in the New Testament, the wondrous story of the 
lift, sufferings, and death of Jesus of Nazareth." 

tirthe <<APPOiNTBD MBANs" by which Regeneration is to be effected is <'the messaob," 
"ths wondbgus stobt," contained in the New Testament, we must conclude that 
''^e can experience that change without they can have access to it. Such a senti- 
*^^t is reyolting to any mind which has come under the baptism of tiie ** Holy Ghost 
aaacl fUpe.*» 
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certificates to Indiana Yearly MjBeting, as that body acknowledged thf 
Cttraeyite Ohio Yearly Meeting. They no doubt believed; that as was the 
Yearly- Meeting, so were its Subordinate Meetings. (No. 28 and 31.) 
Jbd why did not Philadelphia Yearly Meeting take the same course; after 
liivuig been informed by Ohio Yearly Meeting? (No. 28.) 

Had there been as " clear and unequivocal'^ action; as well as decision; by 
Thiladelphia Yearly Meeting; on the ^'G-reat Principles on which 
the Division in New England took place ;" (No. 20;) much of the suffer- 
iog we have been brought into of latter time, by the inconsistent and dan- 
fjerovs course pursued by some of our Monthly Meetings in communicating 
' hj certificates with bodies identified and joined with Yearly Meetings 
lirUeh have become connected with Separatists; might have been avoided 
aad prevented. 

No. 38. — 1858. ^^Is evidence wanjbing that in these days the views and 
iodings of many have materially changed; and dn their zeal for an outside 
ahow of order and the maintenance of their construction and application of 
the letter of Discipline; is there not danger of forgetting the doctrine of a 
Biiclay and leaving principle almost entirely out of view V* M. Cope's 
"Authentic Extracts;" p. 27. (No. 12, 13; 14, 42.) 

No. 39. " It has been one of the remarkable features in the controver- 
sy now agitating the Society, that from its commencement in this country, 
those who have been laboring to maintain the purity of our doctrines, and 
R^ nifiolability of our principles of church government, have been inva- 
riably treated by their brethren who differed from them, as though they 
vne actuated by unworthy motives, and their conscientious scruples and 
lehgioas concern, are spoken of as so evidently the result of ignorance, 
w prejudice, as to be unworthy of any deference, or serious consideration." 
"The Friend," 1856, p. 271. 

No. 40. ''If the imbibing or urging of ^' individual sentiments against the 
»lid judgment of the body," must always be " totally at variance with that 
Qwocoeding] into which the Truth leads," then is the right of private 
jwlgment, not merely a delusion, but its exercise, a crime of the deepest 
i]^ Were this assertion based upon truth, how, let us ask, could Luther 
We stood up against the iniquities of Rome ? How could G. Fox and 
hb fellow labourers have come out from the lifeless professors of their 
iy? Or are we to understand that "the Body" if made up of profess- 
"I ^ Friends, is infallible ? Alas ! we have had mournful evidence, in our 
s| ^ of declension and revolt, that such bodies out-numbering by far, even 
that* which has put forth this sentiment, have by their ''solid judgment'' 
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*Lai^ger body Kew l&ng)L«ii<3L. 
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sanctioned and joined hands with those who denied the Lord that bought 
them; and counted the blood of the covenant an unholy thing." " Consi- 
derations" by C. Evans, p. 16, 1846. 
^ The above is no less true in 1860 *han it was in 1846. 

No. 41. " The Society of Friends is a unit holding certain dcfctrines and 
maintaining certain testimonies, fixed and settled, plain and easily under- 
stood by its members. The maintenance of these, which under the guidance 
of the Head of the Church first brought them together as a people, and 
under his influence constitutes the outward bond of union, is essential to 
its existence as a distinct body." '^Considerations " by C. Evans, p. 21, 
1846. 

It is only while they hold to and maintain those certain doctrines and 
testimonies, that the Society of Friends can exist, ''as a distinct body,'' and 
as events develop themselves, it becomes more and more manifest. 

Nevertheless, be the number few or many, those who do endeavor, under 
the guidance of the Head of the church, to hold and maintain them 
through suffering, will still continue to be as was stated in 1880. — ^viz.: 

" The Society of Friends in all parts of the world is a unit/' — T. Evans, 
Foster's Rep. vol. 1, p. 273. 

No. 42. " The inevitable consequence which attends all innovation upon 
its religious principles is the injury to the unity and harmony of the So- 
ciety," (Appeal, p. 52,) which has been manifested in some of the Month- 
ly Meetings belonging to Philadelphia Quarterly Meeting, by acknow- 
ledging as Meetings of Friends, Monthly Meetings, subordinate to Bodies 
which have connected themselves with the Separatists of Ohio, Baltimore 
and New England, (No. 21, 22, 23, to 29, 30, 35.) Against which innova- 
tions, in N. District Monthly Meeting, some of the members felt themselves 
constrained to appeal to the Quarterly Meeting; "apprehending" them- 
selves aggrieved, feeling conscientious against sending certificates and join- 
ing our members to such Meetings (See 1 Cor. vi. 15; and Rev. ii. 20 j) and 
also against having an acknowledgment "of those Meetings as though tbey 
were the Meetings of Friends," recorded on our minutes; for as an indi- 
. yidual is liable to excommunication for spreading opinions in opposition to 
the Principles of the Religious Society to which he belongs (No. 12,) ot 
by violating its church government he forfeits his rights, and what is tru< 
of one (member) is true of many, call themselves what they may, (No. 3, 
—therefore as it would be an obstruction to such a one having a cert- 
fleate — so on the same ground it would be an obstruction to receiving o 
gntnting certificates, from or to any meetings which had become offendei 
in the same way. This conclusion is inevitable. 
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On Appeals. 

No. 43. The following extracts will prove that members have the right 
to Appeal; yiz. : '^ Aocordiug to the constitution and Discipline of our Be* 
Vigious Society, any individual, whether^in the station of elder or not, who 
AFPBEHENDS himself aggrieved by the proceedings of a Monthly Meeting 
against him, has the right of Appeal.'^ T. Evans's Testimony, Foster^ s 
Rep,p.27SfVoll. • 

"The Discipline of our Society fully recognises the right of Appeal for 
jereons who apprehend themselves aggrieved." T, Evan^s lestimon^, 
Foster's Rep, vol. 1, p, 311. 

"Thus if any brother apprehend himself injured by the determination of 
a Monthly Meeting, he hath liberty of Appeal from thence to the Quarterly 
Meeting, and from this last if need be to the Yearly or National Meeting." 
Ruih/'s Treatise on Christian Disciplinej 1752, p, 16. 

Afber giving an account of the appeal of Leonard Snowden on account 
(tf being displaced by his Monthly Meeting from the station of Elder, 
lb stating that Mary Taylor and Ann Scattergood appealed in like man- 
ner against the proceeding of Green St. Monthly Meeting, in displacing 
them from their station as Elders; (see Foster's Rep, vol. 11. p. 380 and 381.) 

.... the Exhibit (T.) in the Appendix of said Report vol. II. p 
487, contains the following Appeal, viz. : 

."Communication to Phila. Quarterly Meeting, 5th month, 5th, 

1^27. 
''Dear Friends: — The undersigned, members of Green St. Monthly 
HeetiDg, having, with deep concern, noticed the late unexampled proceed- 
ings of our meeting, in attempting to dissolve its connection with our 
Qaarterly Meeting, and proposing to attach itself to Abington Quarterly 
Meeting. Against these unwarrantable proceedings, a number of our mem- 
ben expressed their decided disapprobation, without effect — we therefore 
lielieve it our duty to represent our situation to the Quarterly Meeting, 
Inuting that our Christian principles and the discipline of our Religious 
Beeiety will be maintained, and we relieved from the painful situation in 
tUch we are now placed. Signed by 15 Friends.'' 

Here are three distinct Appeals to the Quarterly Meeting on account of 

Stations of our Christian principles, from individuals who had not been 

Clowned, and their Monthly Meeting would not notice either Notification 

tfi^peal so much as to appoint a Committee; but the Quarterly Meeting 

J- Vb1i and encouraged the Appellants. 
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Friends having been led by the Head of the Cburcli to testify against 
both Hkkism and Gurnejism^ and to declare to the members thereof 
and to the world, ''This is contrary to the truth we profess/' (^See No. 1, 
2, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 13,) — and the fruits of Hickism and GaroeyisiB 
being analogous, (No. 13 and 14,) — how can we of this day, after the 
''noble" testimonies which have been borne by the Lord's servants against 
Gumeyism, unite with sending certificates for our members, to Meetings 
which are subordinate to bodies that have joined and identified themselTes 
fully with this heresy? (No. 36.) For the object in sending certificates is 
to extend a Christian care far the preservation of members so removing, 
and they must be addressed to a Monthly Meeting of the Religious Society 
of Friends, stating that on inquiry no obstruction appeared to recommend* 
ing the^individual, a member of our Religious Society, to the Christian cue 
of the Meeting so addressed. Now if we address a Gumeyite or Hickate 
meeting in this way, is it not a full and entire acknowledgment of socli a 
meeting, "as though it was a meeting of Friends?'^ (No. 2.) Are we pre- 
pared to communicate with Hicksite meetings in this way? (^See Nos. 1,2 
and 6.) If we are not, how can we thus own Gumeyite meetings?— see- 
ing that Gumeyism is as dangerous as Hicksism. (Nos. 13, 14, 15, 16 and 
36.) 

Do we reflect upon the dangerous consequences which may result to the • 
individuals recommended to meetings, where the unsound doctrines of J. J. 
Guraey are approved and circulated? (No. 15 and 29.) For if such individuals 
through our unfaithfulness, should believe we really meant what is stated 
in their certificates, they might be thrown off their guard, and be prepared 
to listen to sentiments "repugnant to the religious principles and testi- 
monies which we believe we are intrusted with," (No. 2,) and they would 
be likely to imbibe them. Oh ! that we may be careful how we encoung^^ 
the enemy of our souls' everlasting happiness, in passing this dangerous 
"counterfeit;" as Caleb Pennock calls it. (No. 10.) It is indeed ">^ 
eounterfeit, and he has got it to pass;" and if through our influence even a 
single individual should receive that counterfeit as genuine, it may provo 
(o him or her " as fatal in its consequences as the infidelity published bf 
Elias Hicks." (No. 13.) But would not their blood be required at our 
hands? (Read Eze. xxxiii. 6.) This may appear strong language, but wbea 
tbe soul is at stake, it needs an earnest appeal to arouse us to a sense of o^ 
danger. Some have no doubt submitted to the sending of these certificates^ 
Igainst their better judgment, without duly reflecting on the consequences 
of .such submission. Had Shadrach, Meshech and Abednego^ and Dani^ 
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